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Bpilogu* Gerald Posner Gim TNG CONGRESS THE BEIJEFIT OF IIIS WISDOM, KNOWLEDGE 
AND "WALL STREET LAWYER" OPINIONS 


In response to the pressures created by Oliver s tone's movie JFK and the contro- 
versy around it that J began tjie Congress passed a law to require the disclosure of 
JFK assassination records# 

I was responsible for the controversy over that movie. ily sole objection to it was 
that St on e had announced it as his telling the people who killed their ^resident, why 
and how, and doing that on the basis of On the ^rail of the Assassins * Jim Garrison's 

f? 

hook about the one trail that to my knowledge he never took# It is not possible to do 
a non-fiction movie based on that book. I gave the Washington Post ^litser-Prize winning 
reporter George ^ardner a copy of the script that had been given to me and access to 
n$y records of how 1 prevneted ^arrison from commemorating the fifth anniversary of 
that assassination hJt an even more outrageous desecration that his charging Shaw, 

Oswald and Ferrie with that assassination. Lardner and I were both wdll aware that 
the controversy would probable make more money for the movie and for ^tone but the 
record for history was made straight# 

If the government that is, in Justice Cardoza's wisdom, for good or ill the 
teacher of us all, had ever intended to live within the existing laws there would. s 

have heemjno need for the law v^pnssed in 1992 to require the Ssclosure^ of all of thei^ 
that can be disclosed# The 1966 Freedom of Inf ormtation Act required tliat if requests 
wore made for thij'er disclosure. I made such requests, the government refused to abide by 

the lav;, and then in 1974, citing one of my earliest FOIA lav/suits as creating the 

„ ju\ I 

need, the Congress amending the^nvestigatoryfiles exemption of FOi A to open the 

files of the FBI, the CIA and other such agencies to access under FOIA. 

The volume of records tvrmsf erred to the National ^^chives for disclosure was 

great. Host accounts give the number of pages as a million# But it was also soon 

pparent that many of the supposedly "new" disclosures were duplicates of wliat had been 

disclosed earlier. Of them about a quarter of a killion pages were given me as the 
result of tliat dozen lawsuits I filed to compel their disclosure to me. 


The ±825 1992 lav/ required the President to appoint a review board to supervise 


/1 

compliance with it. President reorge Bush, while ordering compliance, did not 

^ , More than 

appoint that board. He left that to incoming President William Clinton./X year after 

that law wa3 passed Clinton still had not appi^ted that board. But some agencies did 

begin to comply. 

John Newman, a professors at the University of ^aryland, College lark who had 

*** •» 

spent 18 years in the Army, retiring as a major in intelligence, examined some of those 
disclosed by the CIA. tells me that in them he found that contrary to the CIA's 

earlier statements under oath, that it had lad neither interest in nor any contact with 


Oswald, three different components lad and recorded their interest in him before the 
CIA ez established a "201 11 file on him, a personality profile file*. Newman also tells 
me that he found proof tliat Oswald \as interviwed by the CIA on his return from the USSR. 

No^n of this xa is in Posner's book, tje says, indebted a3 he was and remains to the 
CIA, the e^act opposite. His reproduction of the 65S CIA's perjuries and other lies is 
absolutely faithful to them. i his, too, makes him an outstanding expert. After all, is 
not his book the definitive biography of Oswald, as he and his publisher never stopped 


claiming? 


s o authoritative and dependable, so all-inclusive that it makes no mention at all 
of the fact that contrary to all official representations , contrary to wgat the Navy 
gave the w arren Commission and the Commission said, Oswald had an exceptionally high 
security clean^ce xa as a Narine, ^t was "CRYPTO" and that has a a prerequisite his 
having a "TOP SECRET" clearance. Posner knew this from my 1967 book, Oswald i n ^ew 
Or lea ft s . Tliat is the one of ray books Psoner does not incltie in his bibliography. X t 
also is one of ray books tliat he used in a faulted, a factually incorrect criticism of me 


1 / 

and of a minor point I had made of Oswald's career in ^eviOr leans. What he ra ised m: 


misused. 


as we have seen, comes uniquely from that one bodik of all I have writteVand all that 

N a/ ' 

have beenxritten by others. 

Now it liap^ens that my friend Hal ^erb, a San ^Vancisco commercial artist, was 
with me when I broadcast on a KNEW radio talk show in mid-Pecember, 1966, after the 


appearance of my second book, Wliitcwash II # Hal was in tlie control room with the 
show f s producer 

icLER^cinssr while I was in the studio with the show’s host, Joe Dolan, when a caller-in 
told the producer he wanted to speak tg me but not on the air. Hal passed me a note and 
I asked him to ask that caller-in to wait, tliat the show had only another 15 minutes to 

run and that I'd be more than please^/to talk to a former A ‘ A arine mate^ who knew 



an entirely different Oswald than is descrobed in the official xtpry accounts. 

When after the end of that show I spoke to that man it i<without question that 
ho had known wald. |Ie said he had just started a new business and wanted not to get 
involved in any controversy. But he liad wondered why after Oswald^so-called "defection” 
to tilt BOSS* USSR Wavy intelligence did not interview him. ffe also wondered why after 
Oswald was ordained the only assassin no investigator from any government component 
had wanted to speak to him., * . . 

* J ^*7 

e ^es troubled and he.as troubled more because all theysnid about Oswald was un- 
like the man he knew. With whom he shot pool, with whom he 1 m. JTistened to classical 
music, with whom he had discussed serious matters. 

He is the one who told me that Oswald had that exceptipnally bigh security clear- 
ance. I reported the above in Oswald i n ^ew Orleans * 


On returning home I checked the Commission's records and boueo 3ure enough, there 


i3 confirmation for all this aacaxtHlnx. former u arine friend of Oswald told me. In that 
1967 book my recounting of this unusual call begins on page 85. On the next page I 
refer to it as "parj/confessional, part if shame mixed with self-pity and self -dero- 
gation, part fear and all worry. ” Tliis was a genuinely troubled man, troubled by the 


false account of the man a* he had known so well and troubled by Ms government's gross, 
really crude dishonesty in the investigation of the assassination of the ^resident. 


After going into Oswald's having an assignment back California that 

required, at least a secret security clearance (pages 90 ff) I also cited the Cinaission 

testimony of the man, then a ^Irines captain, who had been Oswald's boss in that 

radar trailer in wliich all tliat highly-classified equipment was kept and used, John E. 

n, -A) k 1 »<U 

^niovan. ( pages 92ff ) ^e testified to all the secrets Oswald had to^have^fjonrijhat 


work and to the fact tliat it required at least a secret clearance 


4982Z 4 £iy 


As rec punted rarlier, the Commission's j>wn records reflect Oswald's interest in 

I ohnny K ormundi, - 

classical musi^ -and in Hev|brleans I found a toa^~f'eepf who knew him a3 a boy- tiiore and 
knew which pool hall in Exhange Alley he shot pool. ShaxhartaHpiBxbnBsx: Kormundi' s 


bo^s, known as "Ha" Sawyer, owned and operated the Society Page bar. She also lived in 

— IT 15 

tlie same building in,wMch yaigjLi e -g- morgt g Marguerite Os./ald na ^ee lived, as I 

recall the iflnefe- / apartment on the second floor of that Exchange Alley Building. "Ma" 

Sawyer confirmed what Kormundi had said about the boy Oswald. 

(Oswald's favorilj^ opera, by the way, was Tschaikowski's Queen of Spades.) 

\liljit all of this and more in Oswald in lJ ew Oilcans and with all the hoopla by 

Posner and Random house and Ala the all the y sycophantic, unquestioning media about 

Pooler's definitive biogrjahy of Oswald as the assassin-to-be a 3 a boy, when Posner made 

o\n appearance in his Sul/ ^rancisco home town Hal Verb made it a point to be there, with 

f^rends. When he told me about his questioning of Posner and of Posner's responses, 

really non— responses , I asked him to wriVme a letter briefly recounting that matter. 

In 

(/ authors files, dated December 13, 1 993 ) • 

, It was on Wednesady, September 29, 1593* 

Conner's apearance to/liscuss his^oook wa. at tiicT^eeii ^pple boulr^tore"^ w Dr, (^ary) 

Aguilar (an optlialmalocist ) poimtedlj^made reference to Posner's misleading use of 

Sylvia /^agher's comments and his failure to quote fully from her boo#* 11 As we have 

seen, this is vintage Posner* Hal's letter reports no response to Aguilar, 

"During the question period, jjf &al wrote me, ^ 

' I got up and asked Posner 

two specific questions. The first of these had to do with Posner's 
references to you in his book- The question I asked was, "why did 
you (Posner) omit pny reference to Weisberg's book, "Oswald in 
New Orleans" in your bibliography when in your (Posner's) text 
you specifically stated that Weisberg wrote six books and clearly 
”0 in N.O." was one of the six"? Posner immediately replied that 
he only listed those books he actually referred to in his book. 

I immediately countered this "explanation ' ' as being not true 

as Posner had referred to Oswald's transposition of address 




street numbersfin his address book and that the oniv 

Weisberg°s^5^fn^N^0^^Posner°apDe^ On d WOU h^ haVS C ° me fr ° m 

re Ply and 

s;sj? 

th'e^ 1 } possIbUUy'o? Oswaf d a^an ^gent of 

government by not going to the , ^Tf various 
intelligence agencies and confronted them with known indi 

r «Pr..entJ 4 >B _oth«. than mUs^? ™I SuppUed 

«■ "«»* vacuous re- 


nnLo° thi ® was t hat he knew-trfrat-hrd' he done so he would've’ 
gotten no satisfactory answers on this point. (I thouaht 

reporting"?) ? ^ ^ ^ " ” he " We ^ 


liiat Posner is a continuous liar is not ncv;. nor is it new to th.j reader that 
his is anything but the "flefinitivo" frLography of Osuald^nor that rather than closing 
the case his book opens a case against liiiifand hus publisher and their official 
collaborator, .the CIA. This matter Osswald's having so unusual a security clearance 
is worth including in Posner’s book vfhenft he knew about it from book that he 
so brazenly lied and said he did not have or use? 


Can there be much more important in any honest account of the life of the only 

official candidate for -Presidential assassin that the fact that he had such an ^ept- 

•\£/'' «■ '■ «j- L \ uAj +z 

ional clearance tbrrt^^HeTearned Russian while in the J’^arire s^ jQn^thai-lie got a 

jwJ. /* ) j 

Vrf he ^ ^stment wgs almost over and went to Russia? OW **+*• 

i5° not look for even the merest passing reference in this most definitive of 

kx* 

biographies of Oswald to his having gotten a fraudulent discharge and to not hai(e been 

* 'l 

charged w'th that on his return to the United States from the USSR. There is no refernce 


1 

to it. Posner has nine references to "military discharge" under Osv/ald. All except the 

I 

ffcrst are mere passing references to it. Hie first reference to it, as a "dependency 

discJiarge"( pages 32-3) is an encapsulation of what Posner did not supprress of what he 

knew. U e makes it appear to be a normal "discharge" (on page 32) and at not point 

tell 3 the reader it was fr obtained by a prosecutable fraud. 

That it as obtained by fraud and was indictable and that Oswald was not indicted for 
it Posner did not have to learn for himself, ^e learned in in Whitewash (page 124) and 


(This is not by any means the only time Posner did not know the names of those 


of whom he writes* That he got Haanss well-known names wrong, even street names, is 

still anotheKcause for wonder ab$!ut how much of this work he did himself. Posner could 

not have p^ad much attention to or liad much interest in Oswald as the special kind of 

special radar operator he was without know that his superior was a captain and not a 
lieutenant and that he was ohn, not Bharle3. Still again, this harkens back to Pos- 
ner’s boast about having read and indexed those 26 large Commission volumes. Donovan 

was a witness, he did testify, his testimony is published in those volumes Posner claims 

to have both read and indexed, and Posner does net know either Ms name or his rank?) 




* 

\ 

Leo indicated but does not say that ho quotes tills from Hichzrd Reeves book, ' Presid ent 
Kennedy . 

in commenting on its review of that book, De« Jaine3 W # Kasch (correct), of Oakland^ 

wrote the San ^ ^nfacisco Chronicle that " 1 persisntent persistent venereal disase disease 1 

is not a meaningful medical doagnosis. Neither are * frequent mysterious, recurrent high 

fevers, 1 except in older noVels." Published in the 1 1/28/93 Chronicle ) 

Of what else Leo's prejudicially- titled "T 1 ""?© 4 weathering of Camelot" ai^jcle says 

.1 

here, 




that book, as we h-.ve seen, he perused with such a sharp he spotted four non- 

continuous words ojf/a page of six hundred words and he then misuses that. 

headers of ^this definitive biography wondering about any security clearance Oswald 

had in the u arines will not find that in Posner's index. Nor, Jf^the^Jmve heard of 

Captain .John Donovan a 3 Oswald's superior in his that radar 'hobble or van, he was-in 

he be able to locate that from Posner's index. u nles3 it is a suspicious 

reader who uses the index and sunjpects that maybe Of Posner's listing o d "Donovan, Charles," 
- Ji' fatx • ^ ,j / 

is really Captain Cterlaa.-lT'the reader chdickr/tliat he will find Posner 3aying that 
"Lieutenant Cha±-Chaire Charles Donovan, tjn officer in charge of Oswald's radar team..." 
(page 22) ^ 

V/ith tliis added glimpse of Posner's dependability and the defintiveness of his 
Oswald biography tliat as we. liave seen^ W t61d tlie CNN audience and other audiences is 
the most iraportabt part of lri.3 book, let us procede to the 30th anniversary of the JFK 
assassination. Random Uou 'e marked that anniversary with a fill-page ad in U. 5. News 

AuM- 

and World Report dated the day of the assassination. That ax was long after th^fc peak 
of liardbaclc copies of the book was pa3t and when the coming sugrat 1994 paperback 
sppearancV was set, a rather unusual time for placing so costly an add when the probability 
of a rc^un of that cost was slight. 

On its part, U.S. News considered that an appropriate occasion for a scurrilous 

attack on the martyr whose assassination it had earlier exploted by paying Posner and 

Random House for the right to use 2o/full magazine pages of rehash of the book when it 
% 

first apeared in August of 1993# The commemoration article by Jphn Deo is an exaggera- 
.diidni^t^tie^ 

tod rehash of the JFK}fevisionisi!i#It3 concletKra^befe^e with a factual error and it nax 
gives j 4 \ & 

(fio^sources 


it final two paragraphs* They begin v/ith the untrue statement that *the 
managed to miss y although it was viri^ully damped in their laps by in s Lyndon John- 
won^ people at the I960 Democratic convention, was tliat ^^ack Kennedy v/as virtually a 


press 


cripple. He had serious slSpinal problems, Addison's disease, recurrent infections, per- 
il <«V, ft 


>sten 

/wy .y 

Aart be true. According to the autopsy it was not ^rue . Then,"Tlie wdrfider of it was that 


s^stent venereal disease and fierce fevers." of tliis was reported then and some may 


W2iL 


and elsehwere. He played touch football, sailed his boat alone on the roughA Atlantic 
and was photographed doing those and other things vigorously. 




mh a- 

tlLis^cTMecencyfin explMtatLon, U .S. News extended tact 


Not content with 

to include the President personally and the institution of the presidency in £ 
exploitation and its cot ; ercialization for the benefit of Case Closed, providing new 
and the best of plugs for it in any additional herdbkaclc reprintsf^Tor advertising 
any coming hardback reprints, and foi^spectacular advertisingnaft- and promotxons of 
the paperback that in correspondence with others Posner said was due in September. 

hs it says in i kiTllHxxxkEX issue dated December 1 3 » 1995 (page 37 
House correspondents Kenneth T. Ualsh and Hatthew Cooper" had an exclusive^iterview 

ry ; 

with President Clinton tiuma® "last week", in the ovaT o f fiee.Of all the urgent national 
issues tlieD President could have been asked about, his responses to six inly are 

W . . * • 

published. The fifth was^ atfduestion not publishedjabotrjT~ the about the assassination 
of President Kennedy. VJhat lends itself to commercialization and exploitation is the 
President's comment that he'd read " a little bit" if it and "I thought it was pretty 
persuasive." 

VHjat the President thinks of the book to ..hich U.S.Ney/s devoted a large part of 
an issue to is that urgent a national question is it one of only sj£ that magazine 
believed newswortliy enough to be reported? (The sixth is his reaction to the disclosued 
of the content of 30 iue of the tapes of his conversation made by President J ohnson and 

vj 1 ia < T^^ , 'thinlcs about J ohnson and his presidency.) 

> is there anytidng more likely tint if this blurb dones not aj^ar on any hardback 

'll 

edition tho paperback with boast and advertise that the President of the U nited States 


found that book 'yiretty persuasive"? 


. \ 

d.s iiigc'lLndecencyJ in qx i )lihi tation , U«S« Mews extended taxi 


Hot content with 

ti include the- Pro; litlont personally and the institution of t)ie presidency in i 
e::plo:L bniion and its coi. . crcialization for the benefit of Case Closed* providing new 
and the best of plugs for it in any additional hardbkack reprints, *«£ for advertising 

any oorniug hardback reprints, end fm^ectacular advertisings and promotions of 

\ 

‘die paperback tliat in correspondence with Posner said was due in September. 

;. s •; |; rays in iforilimydsEX issue dated December 13, 1993 (page 3 V) ’’White 
i 10 use correspondents Kenneth T. Walsh and Iltthew Cooper" liad an erclunive^ntervxew 
with ftre-idont Clinton thfixuua "last weel:", i a the ov ai ~ o fS ee.Of all the urgent national 
issues theJJ President could have been aslced about, his responses to six flinly are 
published. The fiftli was > ^question not publiahedjaboi’jTthe about the assassination 
of President Kennedy. What lends itself to commercialization and exploitation is the 
President's comment tliat he'd read " a little bib" if it and "I thought it was pretty 
peVbuasive." 

IJtjat the President tldnlcs of the book to wliich U.S.News devoted a large part of 
i.n issue to is tliat urgent a national question i3 it one of only MM that magazine 
believed newswortliy enough to be reported? (The sixth is his reaction to the disclosued 

of the content of some of the tapes of his conversation made by President J ohnson and 

C^vvifiv. T \ 

what 'j*>r thinks about J ohnson and his presidency.; 

' Xs there anything more likely tliat if tliis blurb dones not ajfear on any hardback 

edition tho paperback with boast and advertise tliat the President of the u nited States 

found tliat book "yAretty persuasive"? 


C 


was that such a sickly, detached and cautious president, filled with^rtRL old cold-war 

promulgating tfliange, should have~^Ss"released such energy among 


ideas and only 


uS ^ 

the taoung." It then spates that/ienedy was opposed to the changes blacks wanted# 

* A 

\ 

VJe did have two and a half years of a very public Kennedy during hijT administration# 
held regularly neus conferences, atTout one each week* sad photographed enter- 
ing and leaving them. His autopsy reports he was "well muscled." 5hat_ia_has4iy £ 
"sickly . ", ^etachea? After the CuhtiyfiissilG crisis? Detached when he got us the first 
limited te3t-ban agreement ^/hen he proposes all the legislation he proposed, when he 
rather than opposing black lodgings had the civil-rights bill introduced in the 
^ c 'orge V/allace/ Strom 'Aiurmond racist era? "sd-g O o l "Old cold-^ar ideas" in Ms cor- 
respondence with Khruschev when they groped toward ending the cold war? Detached in 
preventin florid War III with Ms jettlemn^ent of that Cuba missle crisis in October 

1962? 

Neither Ms autopsy nor the subsequent Mstory of Ms family reflects anytMng lik-n 


vdiat is expectable from "persistent venereal rVk.ig disease." 

W oM>- 

The/Same character assassins ( i#otray him not a3 sickly but as a sexual athlete. 
Whatever slander suitskt any moment is the one ,they exploit. 

' KrlMU* ' 


They exploited the assassination annivorsa^f^Eo^vilify the martyr with this 
kind of "commemoration." ^2. 

Posner load h is own exploitation, using it repeatedly to promote his 

book /T^J/vW tad Jui<- JiVvUld /Hj <rf^\ iMfiiv-'JU, 

(^and National Secu rity y 

' ke gave the Suhcommittee oil ^"egi s lati on/ of the Rouse of Representatives Committee 

on Government Opei’ations the benefit of his subject-matter expertise, maturity, wisdom 

and "Wall Street lawyer” Kxpacftis opiM orrf^hen it was considering how the government was 

complying with tlia o 1 992 Kennedy— assassination records disclosure law. Nq prepared his 

statement in advance for Ms presentation of it to that committee on November 17,1993» 

four days before the anniversary and coinciding with that ll andom house full-page ad# 
l-Y\ < 

MKBSSXMttatX A U.S.Newa . 


■'i*' 

V ? 3 



ldc^bgak-11 
resentatives Sunci 


Eo misuse every opportunity to plug 
November 17, 1993 


The utter shamelessness/ of tliis ff aud# _t his pop^uf'T tills Jhoney, this subject- 
matter ignoramus, tliis^JtkreT^in his seekii 

Ids^gpli-iS^puarent in hd^ to be presented/to the House Of Itep- 

Cee on Legislation Htefcha and National Security of the Committee 
on Governinept^t)peratioxis. Its then intei^st^rgsThe 1992 act requiring disclosure of 
JFK a^assinatij 

Some of his baloney will need no araplif i cat i pn # Some I do comment on# 

~ik. tffHW) ilfjC 

He begins by saying he will inform it^aHout the effectiveness of that Act#. Hp is , 

ft ^ /W . ' i !/a\\ « itc /J 

too ignorant of wlxat had been disclosed to be able to comment on the^ew releases! 

His second purpose, he says, it "to dispel some of the baseless speculation" 
in the case. Again, he does not Know enough to know what all is circulation. And 
is* own^Tithoi 


Ithout which’ he would not have had any book at all# 

-jr 


lie does not mention hit 

-A, 

After a.gratuituous plug for his' book (he actually comes up w&th this super spectacular 
li dj that should be considerywith all the other claims he made for what he did in 
little more than a yar year, like those 200 interviews and all the travel that 
requii*ed, reading all the books he claims to have read, and reading and indexing those 
10,000,000 word^of ^hat the Commission publ^ihed about which, asj£ we have seen, he is 
so igni^ant he was reduced to citing it from secondary sources: 

"My research included not only a review of the body of the work generated by both 
the Warren Commission Jid the House Select^ Committee on Assassinations (an additional 




fc-and- 


wFom his own notes and Acknowledgements there ia only one place he could have 
"reviewed" those ""several hundred thousand pages" of documents^EIfrels^disclosed under 

i 1 OIA, here# He was here only three days# lie did not once examine any of those massive 


fie - e g files I cot and to which he had access. And co/ld he have, in three days? 

I know of nothing he examined other than my "subject 11 file. ^ is ray selection 


from those seve ral hundred thousand pages that eithe r I thought might later interest me 
or 6n which 1 believed others might axpisss have an interest* ihey are but a minu- 
scule fraction of all those records of which he retai id/;he most outstanding and total 
ignorance. 

As he book so amply reflects! 

jy\4C 

AfiPer boasting &^hos(T200 interviews the sole purpose of wliich was to enable 
him to suppress what he did not want to say^ he has the gall to then boast of his 
Kosenko interview, tfe says of it no more tliaA that it was Kosenko's first that was 
"public" and it was not that, and that it was the first time he "spoke publicly about 
Oswald* " The latter is false no matter how it is interpreted. What /J/osepko told the 
FBI was public and I pubs/2hod the essence of it in 1975. As we have seen the essence 
that Posner used that interview to suppress from his book and from his readers. Reside, 
Edwara/ Jay Epstein also interviewed Kosenko for Ids book of a decade earlier# /fa 

({ I? 

Tonser shamelessly lies in saying lie "discovered primary documents* that had been 

< 

rtOnslioverlooked by the two previous govermnet investigations. 11 

There is not a single citation in Iris book to a single such document and in 

j 

referring to only two government investigations lie misstat s. apparently referred 
to the Commission and the House assassins committee. How about all those government 


agencies and their investigations? The FBI's? The Secret Service's? The £iA£ CIA's? 
Those of the «UiW? C* tf ■' 

He boats also tliat he used "the latest computer enliancements and animation 
studies, techonology unavailable to the previous government investigations." But he 
doer^Lot say that they produced anything new and they not only did nol^ ihsuoa 
^fhey were not even intended to! 

It is obvious that this shameless exploiter and comraercializer was mi suing the 
^ongress to plug /\is book and himself with nothing that was truthful or liad any meaning 


other than this crude self-promotion. 


And to make and leave a completely dishonest peraanent Congressional 
about him and his bool/ fpr histoy and for later exploitation. 

MF ft 


record 


Ignorant of both the laws and regulations and of the documents themselves he 


next says what lie otjMtradicts in the very same paragraph. First it is that "The 
normal rules for sealing documents by both government agencies and congressional in- 
vectigations should no longer apply in t/ie Kennedy assassination*" 

Those "documents" are hot ’.'sealed." They are withheld, and not under his un- 
described "rules" but under Claws the most important of which are lOIA and the 
Privacy Act. Yet )$c concludes tliis paragraph by praising the committee from which the 
4992 law is* ued "for liaving done an excellent job of balancing the many competing 
concerns for privacy and security versus the public's sosol/te need to know what is 
containod in the files." 


If there is this undescribed "absolute need to know" then there is no place for 


any "balancing" of 


"com^ti 


eting conemso" Hashing, if there is this "absolute need to 


i» # ' • W if 

know, is to be "balanced." All is to be disclosed, without any balancing. 

r hus if some enemy told the FBI that G erald Posner sleeps with both bo*s and girls 
and adds to his kicks by using whips on them, aided and abetted by his wife, and tnat 
he has pictures taken of liis sexual indulgences and sells them dfcnly to perwerts, that, 

, M' JUC4*Ul ) 

in Posner^matu re j udgemcnf ;fther is this "absolute need to know" if it is ^contained 
in the files, " as is true of some such records that were disclosed to me. 

If he his wife has noctural sexual fantasies and discusses them with older 

woman friends, there iskhis "absolute need" to diacls/>e that, too as certainly was done 

Xo 

ateottt another woman in records that were disclosed to me. 

Or tiiat another womn— and these people are all named in these files disclosed to 

me when they should not haVe been-slept with a man other than her husJfa$cL hi^band? 

And how about the disclosure of hotel and motel registrations in which" say a ^ehn ^. 

P M\ (UrtUvfa'* JT 7 ^ ^ uj w 

Sntfcth ot Peduftk is regia toredTV i th - ftd r o-wif € ' when that ° ohn Snoth's real wife is at 

*• t ’ V f / / / O J <o A n j ids * y tt j 

liome awaiting his return .from his business tripf^TEere is an "absolite" ned to disclose 

h+M A 7 

,hat _! phoner Pos "“ r i3 ‘ ^ ^ f 

jtn ^his statement he iwB” represented! that he s Hr ld ^studied all those disclosed 


that?- 


The word "researcher" as he uses it can only deceive, Anyone with reasonable intel- 


ligence can do research# But what do those people know about this subject matter? How 
can they really determine whether some tiling is significant, even relevant, without the 
most detailed knowledge of the subject matter? They cannot and he knows they cannot# 
The only purpose they can serve, the only research they can do, is comb what they see 
for what they think can prove the phony case Posner did not prove, cannot prove and 


cannot be proven# Qi-Afk fewz' • 

Suppose, for example, his ^researchers" saw the name Paul Aebersold in a document, 

t or Lacombe, Louisiana, 

of of the corporation Union Carbide, oJP the place? ^avis, Qaliforhia), how could they 
possibly know, as I am confident Posner does not, the significance of these names and 
placQf/in the investigations? * - 

As we have seen, Posner himself does Hot know that Pontchar train is a (take , not 
a river, but he refers to it as a river# He did not know Captain Donovan's firsjr name or 
rank, so could he expect his researchers to? 

Moreover, it is obvious that ti ose alleged researchers did not report to him that 

others who are competent and informed found in thos very records his supposed substitutes 

* 

allegedly worked in for him# Otherwise he would liave |)ad public conniptions# 

f M - d f 

T his kind of testimony" is the cheapest kind of trickery? hiJrW'A ** 

vWas / 

Does any one of his substitutes know wliaihaw boeft» disclosed earlier? Obviously 
they do not and cannot without having read at least a/quarter of a million pages! 


And liave in addition a working knowledge of the Warren Report, its 26 volumes of published 
appendices, -h4»-s the several hundred cubic feet of its unpublished records, the 14 volumes 
and the report published by the House assassins committee and the responsible, non— 
theoreticl book Von the assassination# 






'JLm ** 


Record*, But practised and skilled shyster that he is he was~ eyeful not to ilicre ouch - 
biXU LxU'O 

words .\^-- 9 ftiy was careful to select words that have no mea 2 :ing unless they means this - 
typical of all his writing and statements 1 have read# 


Mis ing no opportunity to plug h»ihis book he says that it is only "the national 
furor created by" it tliat denied him "the oppostunity to personally review the newly 
released files." surely could have done tliat when he was not on trips promoting his 
book or with the time he spent in controversy with those he does not agree with on the 
computer networks, was not constantly on the r^od with promotions. 

Bscfc ifle (^Sowswhat has been disclosed because "private researchers have examined 
the files at my request, and they have not only reported to me the results of their review, 

i 

but have provided me wrth copies of the materials in wliich I am interested." 

The disclosed pages are said to total a million. Is it possible that those he 
says report to him read all those pages? 

And when he sole interest is in Oswald's guilt, at most they have sent him what 
they spotted indicating Oswald's guilt# W/f 

lif-thov- w c r e r e ajrl^ siibiec -matter exnerta^ -X-u onjii K n ow wim. wpa and 

wha t-- t h e y ha ve Ih* mny h mr n np^pliv ng- a± - -hhc^Ai^hi vnr. f tnUifr m rnr 

of the disclosed records but when they. J^gin J7i±h, hi^ concept of 

scholar^hipr-tto-^rafiiimpti nn of-Oswald ' a lone^ujitT^llr^hey” spot-anythi ng else or if 

1J>o y al,mrfc * f nv P T 

Doe s aiiv one of them now — wh q t-h ad boon ciiooloood mlier? O ft vluualb n u U 

Does any one of them know the results of the FBI's scientific testing? Again, 


obviously* not. But if they did, Po3ner himself saw to it that he was as ignorant of 
this essential evidence when he left here as he was when he got here. He did not look 
at any of those documents I got or at any single page of the large file of coiqprt records 

//,/p 

of that most important litmgationT^i^^Sljrt over wliich the Congress amending FOtA in 
1974 to open FBI^ CIA and similar f jr l e e files to FOIA access. 

He says tliat lie lias interviewed both J^elin and Blakey who, "between them. 


familiar with most, if not all, the sealed rgRgsda 4 . government files." 


are 




If Posner was not aware of this grim truth before Jim's testimony than he is 

both an incompetent and a subject-matter ignoramus on this basis alone. Without knowing 

\ 

the truth he cannot as responsibly present Blakey as an impartial a dependable 

source or authority. 

The last part of a single sentence in Jim's prepared statement preparatory to his 

a 

testimony states the r^lati rality about Blakey arid his committee. He testified that 

1 

"265fCXX) pages of the ap ; roxi] lately 340,000 pages that it (the FBI) made available to 
the House Select Committee on Assassinations are not Kennedy assassination records be- 
cause they relate to organised crime activities.” 

s 

Blakey was hung up on the mafia to begin with and he did not heal that sick mind 

t / 

during his investigation. (T\ * 

t' ’ 

But what else does this mean about Blakey and hi3 committee and about Posner^ the 

f 

poseur? 

It means that with all the rights of the Congress and its authority and powers 

behind him, Blakey g ot f rom tho FBI only about a third of the numbe r of JFK assassinati on 

‘ 

records fthe courts forced it to give me - and Posner saw the file cabinets full of them 

„hen he was Here, fit if, Utt MX ^ ' /UV ~ J 

The FBI was~V~so contemptuous of Blakey whelV he first got that job its internal 

records copies of which obtained in C.A.75— 199& include its belief that it could get 

away with letting him see only part of what it had already given me, a private citicen! 

Aj^it so clearly did! 

6 

- r o much for Blakey - not that there is not much more. 


How about Belin, that 


This is preposterously false and / Posner is again flaunting Ms ignorance. Ms 

-1 

dAshoneat^ef— b»th. 

Aside from records gating to the mafia, and they do not relate to the JFK 
assassination#, _Blake_v and hi s cojmiiittee. got considerably fewer pages of JFK assaasi- 
jS&tAQft records. JjC-Qy tl^ FBI than it li^d ^lri ec.dy disclosed to me and were in the? piqh^ jr; 
.domain! This is in Jim LesAr'n testimony to tv»nt «nrno nnmniit*fcooi ^974 


at and nothing 


, TfnMnri. Ur specialist in saying he is right because he says, he is rMeht 
else matters r& PusHer does not say, informed expert tbatrKe Is, Delin ran the Rockefeller 


; that(Tiei^ 

Commission for President Ford, after the Warren Commission and before the House assassins 
committee th^t 'S^Blakey ran. Belin's word and judgement are disclosed in my 1976 
reprint of uy 1967 tMrd book, PhotogranMc WMtewash. There 1 publish in fac^mjj o 
what B elin got from the CIA and suppressed'Tfoml’rom that investigation It is the results 

ft " 


of the CIA's National ( hotographic Interpretation Center's study of the^T Zaprdder film 
to detemine when what shots were fired# (pages 298 ff^) These result contradict^ wliat 
the Commission said and wliat Posner said! Disprove is not an exaggeration* such is the 
expertise of that CIA center! 

/feSo wliat is Delia's word, or Blakey's, woth about anything at all? 

-oreover, there is not, with regard to those files, any question about there being 

any snaking gun" in them, Posner's words and quotation marks# Onlt^the most cpnspicuous 

of subject-matter ignoramuses or shameless apologists could conceive that i 3 possible 

because, as my coi nin g Never Ag ain ! documents with some of those disclosed records in which 

Posner lad no interest at all, the crime itself was never officH^investigated and 

j/ > 

was never intende/ to be# 

So of course there is no "smoking gun" in them! But that is not/the importance of 
those records at all. Their major importance is their reflection of how the govern- 
ment worked - ot " or / did not work- in its supposed investigations of lithe crime and 

ur> ' — • 

of whetlier or not it (&3 truthfi^l to th • people. 

And guess wliat? Posner knew tills! It is in the book he not only lias but has in Ms 
ibliograpliy! (page ) 


Still plugging his book in the guise of informed testimony to the Congress gs 
rhe^next intoned: 


I am sometimes asked how I can so confidently call my book CASE 
CLOSED when there are hundreds of thousands of document pages about 
the assassination still to be released by the federal government? The 
relevant question is whether there is enough credible information available 


on the record to draw an overall conclusion about what happened in the 
assassination. If the answer is yes, then the documents will fill particulars 
about the event, but will not alter that conclusion. 


Personification of probity that he is, at that very time Posner was confessing to 


some ±HX±hs among the critics tliat he knew very well the case was not closed, the very 
2case" he testified to the Congress he was so "confident" that he and he alone, Dick ^aring 
th:.t he is, had closed 1 


And, of those pages the content of which he does not and cannot know, of hundreds 

/ 

and hundreds of thousands of 


pag es* /hej/^ 


U 't 

ban only support ht>3 claimed closing of the 


case he lenows he did not and could not close, ^hey will only "fily&n the particulars 
about the event." But no indeed,- they "will not ^ter that c nclusiom*," that he had 
"closed" that "case." 

then added what by this point the reader knows very well he knows is false, that 
"There is more than enough information on the record to conclude tliat Oswald, acting 


alone, killed JPK." More, "the documents which will be released " — "iSlfeufc those documents 
he knows no tiling at all about -"will not contradict tliat conclusions." 

As the reader has also seen, those documents are not needed to disprove the con- 


clusions with which Posner began his formula book, to exploit and commercialize the 
assassination by clai m i n g that the government got the right answer even though it did 
tliat by being wrong about everything. 




does admit that these to-be-disclosed documents may felp fillin some of 
the details for historians. 11 Of these missing details, all presuming Oswald's lone 
g^dlt, he states three only. Aside from the ignorance of what was long disclosed that 
these questions represent and the fact tb.it they are hardly the most important questions 
to be answered, his ignorance so dominates him hi:- misstates all threes 

^ " 1 i.e., what exactly did the 

CIA, in 1963, know about Oswald’s visit to Mexico City; is there a copy of 
the original Army Intelligence file on Oswald which was routinely destroyed 
in 1973; did Garrison concoct photos of Oswald with New Orleans 
adventurer David Feme in order, to boost his unravelling case?J| 

With regard to what the CIA knew, it is not merely" about Oswald's visit to AA exico 
City’y' but wliat did it know about Oswald himself? Including whether it had had any 
contact or any relationshipw with him. 

With regard to what he refers tores "the original Army Intelligence file on Oswald," 
as usual!, P/pauer does not know what he is talking about. The file hefrefers to^tliat 
of "army intelligence^ /Was -one of its many components , the one based in Sqn 


ox army “nxexxigence mas «*rr me /me ol its many components , the oni 

/+ wto ju 

Antonio^ . (mat is the one, ad-ho—4ees Posner does not say, Paul hoch, 


of Berkeley, 


alifomia identified long before Posner saw the commercial possibilities in a formula 
exploitation of the assassiuation^first spread the report that Oswald as 3ome kind 

^ O \ ce J-FK am j 

of "red." Moreover, there were at least three~^icJrhArnQr\ files destroyed, ibw they were 

not destroyed & routinely" but in defiance of law and regulation, both, as I established 

xrom^ i ull file drawer of copies of laws and regulations, which required the permission 

of the National A-cliives for any such destruction of historical records becase the 

A 

Archives has the light to keep them. That this had happened, not routinely, I lamed 
le.’imed from an Army POIA official who was about to retire. & wrote, in response to 
my request, identifying those three files and telling me that tjiey Jiad been destroyed. I 


i ^r- 'Vk**' ^Les Vn itft fj j 

gave that information to J ack Anderson through hij ^§sociate(Tfho waTa friend of mim 


(7 


, thT Washington Iterry-A^ound , " then the most widely distributed of 
all columns, published it. 


anjFljhat column 


n 


o much for Posner's definitive scholarsliip or for thd use he made and intended 

U* 

malcln ; when he was not limited to the three days he spent in unsupervised access to and 
copying of my files. 

That x exas Army intelligence file was destroyed at Indiantown u ap, ennsylvania, ^ 

after it had been transferred to tliat Army installation, fdli flu ^ j / 

Posner's third queation is bpth stupid and false because u arrison did not make any 

such photo up. However, as Posner could ijave learned f<pr himself if he had had any 

interest in making. any real investigation of Oswald in iJ ew u rleans, as clearly he did 

not, he could liave located such a real photograph N ^a* th^ PBS TV show commemorating 

the thirtieth assassination ajiniversary~?ired. T hat chow airo dr-it. Moreover, as Posner 

does not at any time state, that * errie was not officially active in the Sfcfescfcxihe 

u ivil Air Patrol when Oswald 'da in it does not mean that he was not active in it 

unofficially. The FBI records I've had for more than two decades make it apparent that 

.ray/ 

J errie was unofficially connected with it. If Posner had looked in tlfe fi lexis 

•i ^ - 

aliseiishessaps under Ferrie, David," he would liave seen those I 1 BI reports. . . 

But genius of a "Wall Street lawyer" that he is, Posner does not tell the rxa c hpp co 
0 on green liow if ^ ami sen did "chVcoct photos of Oswald with" eri'ie ^ that wnM i ix haxE 
could "boost liis unravelling case." The reason he did not inform the Qongresa is becaus e 

•i ‘/ 

it is tliat fabled Wall Street lawyer '3 poppycock. Garrison^ case was nVct again the dead 
|irrie or the dead SdayxShioe: Oswald# it v:as again the then'/ living defendant, Clay Shaw. 
Shewing Oswald and F errie together when Oswald was a boy had nothing at all to i^*th 

X 

witJi Clay Shaw. And, if prison had the need to show u swuld and Ferrie together, with 

minimal effort he could have done that without any picture, through testimony and copies 

of official records. b AM*. U WlM U>i ptu H, /UJUY 

K, > IT*' 

lliia country has innumerable David ^uis wan who can give much better questions 


that remain to be asked than 


th o &e tlr 


three that need no answer xi 


to "help fill i many of the now missing details 11 of importance to historian^/ 
about the assassination. But if Posner was even in the right area in these three, the only 


questions he told the Congress had to be answered for the assassination to be understood 
by "h^tjpians , " not one of^l/wom has asked any one of them, hpw about what Posner did 
know from my 1967 boojf { he had and used in his book and lied saying he did not have or 

t 

use it, Oswald in Qrloans ^/ie saw in it that Osv/ald had a ^-OP SeECRET find a 
CRYPTO security clearance as a ia arine. How he could have held such am an eEceptionally 
high security clearance as a Marine with liis unhidden political-interests is not a 
question to be answered? That his having tils high clearance, a prerequisite for the 
work he did as a 


AA arine, is not a question to be answered once he is accused of 
being the lone assassin? That there is no disclosed official record of this, inclduing 
in what the Navy gave the Commission, i3 not a real question requiring an honest answer? 

Pontificating Posner, as in his book, told the Congress, w^jLch knew it much 1)etter 
than he, that "Certain rule:; are cto^stant f _, such as the use of the most contemporaneous 
witness statements." But he did not, as we have seen, practise this in his book. His only 


apparent reason for those 200 interviews was to feet those people to say almost 30 years 
later what is the opposite of what they were on record as saying contemporaneously. How 
many instances of this we have seen in our examination of Us book without examining 
all of them! ^ ^ 

Tbe l/his^came from the writer who so depended on the ^ringuiers and the Badeauxes 

< 2 , 


and their ilk,"Phe of the major problems with the tennedy assassination is that the 
field is cluttered with so many spurious sources." ^e says it i3 this that makes it 
possible to "prove" anything. But what he does not say, as is by now clear to the 

> W 

reader, (h& personally did just that, used later statements by jfspurious" sources, and tliat^, 
7*0 . is eseential to his book. 

He got so carried away with himself and his concoction that he then 3, There are 
more people today who claim to have been in aley Plaza than could physically have fit 

i/ 

there." There is no way of knwoing how many people "could have fit there, but the very 
few nutr of whom he speaks, a mere handful at most, could not have found it impossible® 
to\Jfit" within what at the least is the area of a square city block, 400 or more feet 
in each direction#— S 6 ^ 


Without any taint of honest he continues pontif icating , deceiving the Congress 
as he does. Referring to "Kost issues in the case have yes or no answers," which is 


not at all true from the case record, he issn illustrates this without an snwer, 

"Either Oswald did or did not enter the Boole Depository with a ref£le the day of the 

I irV, 

assassination. " As we liave seen, j&rio/J of the official evd/icnce at tli e time of the 

official investigation is tliat he did not and could not have. A 3 we have also seen, 

by violtlng his own prece l as he hac i just put it, those "certain rules" and that are 
'I 

"constant," what is best evidence is "contemporaneous witness statements", he fabricated 
precisely the opposite story, that Oswald did bring the rifle there that day* in this, 
as we have also seen, Posner had many other lies and ignored much other unequivocal 
evidence, like that the well-# (piled rifle in whicn Oswald allegedly carried it in 
a hand-made paper sacl: left not* even the tiniest trace of oil on tliat bag in which 
the riflle was wrapped while he carried it by hand, from the top, or v/hilp tp lay on the 

e>/ y/ . dW rv 

back scat of Duell Wesley Frazier's car, in this Poster addM^magic^ Dillon— a. magic 
rifle ftfy'the magic of that famous bullet and of tterltree, or a branch oi it or a 
twig on a br^h of that tree, all of which wore so magical* ^ 

Wearing ~fhe end he could not have told a bigger lie, as we hnv^ so^Tunpky s eo & r thatf 
to tell the Congress tliat in his book he ,V* concluded that Oswald acted alone in assassi- 
nating President John F* Kennedy, from a review of the public record," As this book 
proves so repetitiously, his alleged conclusion, w hich is ^fwhat he began with, is^^ 
dijproven by that "public record" of the official evidence itsell^^^^^ yt(/i 

Were this not enough, this most successful of the commercial! zers and exploiters 

of that assassination, tJ\Ls tfcwi ' tiiui-f literary tliief, this con man, this phney, this 

his " * ( J0 JFK's ' 


palpable fraud, sa allf others, tim e to stop denigrating ^te^memory" 

by turning the case into a pop culture game of who did ^'who did it'?/ Let us allow 
J ack Kennedy to rest in peace*" 

That with his record, Ms book, his statements in all those appearance, Posner c(£Aild 
say this without laughing and without all othei^puking is remarkablel 


^hen the lav/ itself requires disclosure of all government assassination records that 
can be disclosed, there is no point at all in Posner's testimony that those records 
s iQ ild be disclosed* However he got e± the committee to listen to him, it got no 
benefit at all frou liis endorsement of the purposes of the law that was passed a year 
earlier to require the fulfilling of those purposes* 

There is nothing else in Posner 1 Statement other than propaganda for his unteaable 
beliefs, seH'~proi;iotion and promotion of the commercial possibilities remaining for 
his very dishonest book he ioEgzhafoBezihen'/laaeiiza knew before he put a word on paper 
would inevitable be arfrery dishonest book* ^i^ 


